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U y Chemical Arms 
a Against 


40050258p Hong Kong LIAQWANG OVERSEAS 
EDITION in Chinese No 4, 23 Jan 89 p 25] 


[Article by Mao Ruiging: “The Banning of Chemical 
Weapons is the Common Wish of All of Mankind”) 


[Excerpt] [Passage omitted] The delegates from the var- 
ious countries all approved of the banning of chemical 
weapons. This is a foundation for a total ban on chemical 
weapons. There are, however, still m .ny problems before 
we actually reach an agreement. The portion of the 


CHINA i 


Geneva Disarmament Talks on a treaty for the banning 
of chemical weapons has already gone on for 1|7 years. 
Although we have made progress 01 some problems, 
through the mutual effort of all parties, we still have 
differences on some specific issues such as verification. 


China's observers believe that the convening of the Paris 
Conference on the banning of chemical weapons is in 
accordance with the wishes of the peoples of all coun- 
tries. However, the conference is in the final analysis 
only a forum and cannot tundamentally solve the prob- 
lem. If the world is to realize a complete ban on chemical 
weapons, it must continue to struggle unremittingly. 








Warsaw Pact Statement Gives Figures on Force 


Strengths 
PM2901234989 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 
30 Jan 89 First Edition p 5 


The participants in the session confirm their resolve to 
promote the earliest start to these talks and the resump- 


rying ships. The Warsaw Pact has a certain s\:oevority in 
submarines armed with missiles and torpedoes. 
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asymmetries, a substantial reduction of the most danger- = serve as a graphic example of the readiness of the Warsaw 
ous offensive kinds of armaments, the attainment of Pact states to channel into practical actions their efforts to 
reduced levels of armed forces, and restructuring of the = lower the level of military confrontation in Eurupe. 


two alliances’ military structures to make them purely 


defensive in character. The measures to reduce unilaterally The Warsaw Pact Defense Ministers Committee 
armed forces and armaments previously carried out bythe = expresses the hope that NATO countries will demon- 
Warsaw Pact countries (Bulgaria, Hungary, the GDR, _sirate a similar readiness to make very rapid progress 


Polaud, Romania, the USSR, and the CSSR) and particu- j§§ toward strengthening stability and 
larly ime new initiatives taken by the Soviet Union to including i i 
reduce its armed forces unilaterally in the next 2 years, | their armed forces and armaments. 


without any linkage to the talks, by 500,000 men and to 


reduce 
substantially reduce the quantity of its arms and combat abies of the Correlation of Warsaw Pact and North 


equipment—-by 10,000 tanks, 8,500 artillery systems,and Atlantic 


800 combat aircraft, including the withdrawal of 6 tank § Types in Europe and Adjoining Waters (as 


divisions from the GDR, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary— 1988): 
Appendix 1. 


I. Correlation of Force Strengths (thousand men) 


Control organs: General (main) staffs, main and central directorates of defense 


Air defense forces 
Air forces 
Navies 


U it 4 " j i (i " ilk . ti 4 a fj 


VUZ ‘a, and others) 

k ton ond inationtl 

Civil (territorial) defense troops 

Total of armed forces in Europe and adjoining waters 


Note: Numbers of MVD (field gendarmerie) and border troops in Warsaw Pact and NATO Armed Forces not 


included. 
Appendix 2. 


Combat aircraft of front-line (tactical) Air Force aviation and Air Defense 
Forces and naval aviation 

Including combat aircraft of _ront-line (tactical) Air Force aviation and Air 
Defense Force aviation 


Air Defense Force corbat interceptors incapebie of operating against ground 
targets 

Navy combat aircraft 

Total strike aircraft (bombers, fighter-bombers, ground-attack aircraft) within 
front-tine (tactical) Air Force aviation aircraft and naval aviation aircraft 


Infantry combat vehicles and armored transports 

Rocket-propelied salvo-fire systems, field preces (75 mm and above), and 
mortars (50 mm and above) 

including nuctear-powered 
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Tanks—all types of tanks with which the Warsaw Pact 
and NATO are equipped; 


Antitank missile systems: 

In the Warsaw Pact, ATGM combat vehicles of front- 
line, army, divisional, and regimental echelon and por- 
In NATO—systems similar in terms of designation and 
, - 


Infantry combat vehicles, armored personnel carriers, 


Salvo-fire missile systeras, field artillery pieces of 75-mm 
caliber and above, and mortars of 50-mm caliber and 


EAST EUROPE 


[Footnote: The data disclosing the strength of the per- 
sonnel and the number of armaments relative to each of 
the Warsaw Pact and NATO countries in Europe are 


appended (Appendixes 3, 4, 5, 6).] 


Appendix 3. Force Strengths of Warsaw Pact Countries 
in Europe (Thousand Men) 


above. » the Warsaw Pact forces.”] 

a B Cc D 
Control organs: general staffs, main ano “entral directorates of defense minisines 30.2 1.1 1.2 2.5 
Ground forces, airborne forces, and army aviation 1,823.5 70.4 $4.7 103.3 
Air defense forces $50.5 17.6 19.8 29.9 
Air forces 425.1 45 1.6 47 
Naval forces 338.0 6.3 - 14.2 
Units under central command (intelligence, communications, cle. tronic warfare, 225.4 14.2 23.5 5.5 
VUZ'‘, and others) 
Rear services units and institutions 146.3 2.7 6.0 13.0 
Civil (territorial) defense troops 4.1 0.7 - - 
Total of armed forces in Europe and adjoming waters 3,573.1 117.5 106.8 173.1 

E F G H 
Control organs: general staffs, main and central directorates of defense ministries 28 2.2 17.1 3.3 
Ground forces, airborne forces, and Army aviation 169.8 110.0 1,187.2 128.1 
Air defense forces 498 22.0 389.1 22.3 
Air forces 40.9 5.4 345.0 23.0 
Naval forces 22.2 6.4 288.9 - 
Units under central command (intelligence, communications, ciectronic warfare, 21.1 12.0 133.2 15.9 
VUZ‘s, and others) 
Rear services units and institutions 33.5 12.0 75.1 40 
Civil (territorial) defense troops 6.9 10 22.4 3 
Total of armed furces in Europe and adjoining waters 347.0 171.0 2,458.0 199.7 
Appendix 4. Force Strengths ef NATO Countries in Which. Belgium; H—Of Which, Netherlands, 1—Of 

: N—Of Which, Turkey, Which, United States in 

[PRAVDA publishes the following four tables as 4 single = Europe, P—Of Which, United States in Atlantic; Q—Of 
table covering half the width of the page. Columns are Which, Canada in Europe, R—Of Which, Canada in 
headed as follows: A—NATO Total; B—Of Which, Atlantic, S—Of Which, Iceland. A footnote to the table 
Britain; C—Of Which, FRG; D—Of Which, France; E— states: “The strength of field gendarmerie and border 
Of Which, Norway, F—Of Which, Denmark; G—Of troops has not been included in the NATO forces.”] 
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Ground forces, airborne forces, and Army aviation 


Units under central commaad (intelligence, communications, electronic warfare, 
VUZ‘s, and others) 

Crvil (terr®oriel) defense troops 

Total of armed forces m Europe and adjomurg waters 


VUZ‘s, and others) 
Crvil (te. ritorial) defense troops 
Total of armed forces m Europe and adjomuing waters 


Control organs general staffs, man arc central directorates of defense ministrnes 
Ground forces, airborne forces, and Army sviaticn 

Aw defense forces 

Air forces 

Naval forces 

VUZ‘, and others) 

Reay services units and institutions 

Civil (territonal) defense troops 

Total of armed forces in Europe and adjoming waters 


Rear services un:ts and institutbons 0.9 
Crvil (terntonal) defense troops 
adjorning waters 


Totat m armed forces m Europe a 331.5 


593.0 
fcomiunes US} 





EAST EUROPE 
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5. of Main Armament of headed as follows: A—W Pact Total, B—Of 
a ee ky 
Which, E—Of Which, Poland, Which 

[PRAVDA publishes the following two tables asasingle Romenia, G—Of Which, USSR; H—Of Which, 


table covering half the width of the page. Colurms CSSR_] 


B D 
Combet urcraft of front-ine (tactical) asr force aviation and ai defense force and 7376 Px | 113 ~w7 
naval eviabon 


inctuding 

combat aircraft of front-line (tact’cal) ar force aviation and au defense force 5,355 7M 113 283 

aviation 

au defeuse force combet interceptors incapable of operating agaisi ground 1,829 - - 

largets 

Navy combat aucraft Ag) . . ™ 
Total strike asrcraft (bomdcrs, fighter-bombers. grounc attack aircraft) within 2.783 69 - 65 


Infastry comba: veincies and armored transports 70,330 
Rocket-propelied salvo-fire systems, ficid preces (75 mm anc above). and mortars 71,560 3,990 1,790 2,435 
(50 mm and above) 
Submanme: (excluding swhmannes armed with strategoc belbrsiac mrssies) 228 4 - 
inctuding sucicar-powered Lae - - 
Large surface shups (arrcraft carners, battiesheps. crusers, destroyers. fngates. 102 . : . 
amphsbsous warfare ships with a displacement of | 200 tonnes and over) 
inctuding- 
aurcraft-carrying ships [avwancsushchrye|, aurcraft carners 2 
ships armed with crusse mrssiies 23 
amphxtnous warfare ships (wth a displacement of | 200 tonnes and over) 24 
E 
480 


sg” 
Pais 


Combet asrcraft of front-hne (tactcal) acr force avyation and ar defense force and 
naval aviation 


inctuding 

— of fromt-ime (tactical) aar force aviation and a defense force 480 
aur defense force combet interceptors incapable of operating against g ound 

Largets 

Navy combet a:craft . 
Total strike asrcraft (bombers. fighter-bomber: grourd-ettack aircraft) within 108 
Combat hehcopyers. incteding naval a3 
Tactical micsde launchers 8! 
Tanks 3,330 
Antitank mismie complexes 435 
Infantry combet vehucies and armored tramspor’: 4.855 
Rocket-propelied salvo-fire systems, field preces (75 mm ard abcve). and mortars 3,065 
(SO mm and above) 

3 


_.- S8ebet &. & z 


amptat ous werfare ships with a drsplacement of | 200 tonnes and over) 
inctuding 
ships armed etth crutse mismics . 
amphstmous warfare smps (with a displacement of | 200 tonnes and over) - 
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Appendix 6. of NATO Countries Main 
pe my Aa 


[PRAYDA publishes the following three tables as a 
sangie table covering taif the width of the page. Columns 
are headed as follows: A—NATO Total, B—Of Which. 
Britain, C—Of Which, FRG. D—Of Which, France, E— 


Combat arcraft of front-imne (tacncal) asr force aviation and am defense force and 
naval aviahon 


inctuding 
combat aircrait of fromt-ime (tactscal) aur force aviation and ar defense force 
av.an0n 
aw defense force combat interceptors incapable of operating aga:si ground 
targets 
navy combai aircraft 
Total strike asrcraft (bombers. fighter-bombers. ground-attack asrcraft) within 
fromt-ine (tactucal) aw force zviation amrcraft and naval aviation aircraft 
Combat Lelscopters. including naval 
Tactical messile launchers 
Tanks 
Anutank missile compiex)es 
Infantry combat vetocies and armored 1 ansports 
Rocket-propeiied salvo-fire systems. fieid preces (75 mm and above). and mortans 
(SO mm and above) 
Submannes (exciuding submannes armed with strategy ballistic missiles) 
inciuding nuciear-powered 
Large surface shops (aurcraft carners. battieshups. crussers destroyers. fngates. 
amphibious warfare ships with a displacement of | 200 tonnes and over) 
including 
arcraft-carrying ships [aviancsushchiye}, warcraft carners 
abips armed with cruise missiles 
amphsthous warfare ships (with a displacement of | 200) tonnes and over) 


Combet aircraft uf front-line (tactscal) air force aviation and au defense force and 
naval aviation 


including 
combet aircraft of front-line (t. tcal) as force aviation and aw defense force 
aviation 
ar defense force combat interceptors incapable >f operating agaist ground 
largets 
RaVY CO~spa! aircraft 
Total strike asrcraft (bombers. fighter-bombers. ground-attack aircraft) within 
front-line (tactscal) arr forc< avwatvon aircraft and naval aviateon arcraft 
Combat hebcopters. including naval 
Tachcal missile launchers 
Tanks 
Antitank missie complexes 
Infantry combat vehicies and armored transports 
Rocket-propeiied salvo-fire systems. field preces (75 mim and above). and mortars 
(SO mm and above) 
Submannes (exctuding submarines armed with strategyc ballystic missiles) 
including nuciear-pow cred 
Large surface sheps (aurcraft carners, hbaitieships. crussers destroyers. frigates. 
amphithous warfire ships with « draplacement of | 200 tonnes and over) 
including. 
arcraft-carrying shups .2.-encsushchrye|, arrcra.) carners 
shops armed with crucse missiles 
amphitious warfare shit (with a displacement of | 200 tonn-s and over) 
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We are about to begin publishing data on the armed 
forces and armaments of the Warsaw Pact and NATO. 
In the Balkans, too, a process of multilateral cooperation 
in areas of mutual interests is already developing. These 
new trends give us the possibility of and the justification 
for looking in a new way at the entire complex of 
questions connected with security. 


in these circumstances of improving East-West relations, 
the Soviet Union, the GDR, and Poland adopted deci- 
sions on the unilateral reduction of their armed forces. 


I think it would do no harm to Bulgaria’s security and to 
the security of our allies if we were to implement a 
unilateral reduction. 


For this reason I propose the following: The 1989 budget 
of the Ministry of National Defense is to be reduced by 
12 percent. The numerical staff of the Bulgarian People’s 
Army and its armaments is to be reduced by 10,000 men 
by the end of 1990. The armaments are to be reduced by 
200 tanks, 200 artillery systems, 20 aircraft, and 5 naval 
units. 


I propose thai the State Council and Council of Minis- 
ters of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria should adopt 
such a decision. 


This decision is an expression of the consistent, peace- 
loving foreign policy of our party and state. It will be our 
contribution to the joint efforts for the consolidation of 
peace in the world, Europe, and in the Balkans. 


There is no doubt that our people will support this 
peace-loving and humanitarian act. 


Taking into consideration the successful development of 
the all-European process, the favorable conditions estab- 
lished for a further reduction of military confrontation, 
and for the strengthening of European and world security 
on the basis of confidence and cooperation, as well as 
considering the agreements reached among the Warsaw 
Pact member states, the State Council and the Council of 
Ministers of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria decided: 


To reduce the country’s military budget for 1989 by 12 
percent. To reduce the Armed Forces of the country by 
10,000 men, 200 tanks, 200 artillery systems, 20 aircraft, 
and 5 naval units. 


BCP Daily Comments 
AU3001 103789 Sofia RABOTNICHESKO DELO 
in Bulgarian 29 Jan 89 p I 


(Editorial: Goodwill”) 


{Text} This is already a fact, one which we not only 
desired, but also anticipated, and which evokes not only 
satisfaction and hope, but also self-confidence. 


EAST EUROPE 


Bulgaria is unilaterally reducing its 1989 military budget 
12 per cent, and its Armed Forces and armaments by 
10,000 soldiers, 200 tanks, 20 aircraft, and 5 naval units. 


Is this a large or small quantity? It is, both literally and 
figuratively, ~ sufficient quantity and a timely measure. 
This is especially so if we assess the decision of the State 
Council and the Council of Mnisters within the contex: 
of the change in international re:ations toward peace and 
security for all people, as a result of the bold and decisive 
initiatives of the USSR and the other socialist countries, 
including the People’s Republic of Bulgaria. It is a 
sufficient quantity because it guarantees the reliable 
defense of our country’s sovereignty and the peaceful 
work of its citizens and does not harm the interests of our 
allies. It is a timely measure because thus we occupy our 
place and assume respensibility in the world peace 
process. 


Not long ago one could not even think about such a 
development of internationa’ relations. That was the 
time of the “cold war” and the fatal arms race. Mankind 
reached the precipice of nuclear destruction and faced a 
choice with no alternative. The beginning of ‘he great 
change was marked by the decisions of the 27th CPSU 
Congress and the subsequent USSR peace initiatives, 
whose attractiveness and effectiveness were enhanced by 
the activity of Mikhail Gorbachev and the fraternal 
country’s party and state leadership. 


The striving toward a balance of interests and giving 
priority to universal human interests facilitated the 
unique event of 1988—the ratification of the INF 
Treaty. The voluntary destruction of weapons began for 
the first time in history. Afterward, the decisions of the 
USSR and the other socialist countries to unilaterally 
reduce armed forces and withdraw Soviet and equip- 
ment from central Europe were announced. Soon data 
will be published by the USSR and its allies on the troops 
and armaments on the European Continent. 


The peaceful offensive of socialism, coordinated with the 
new historical world situation, asserts the new political 
thinking in international life. The People’s Republic of 
Bulgaria is in the front ranks of this offensive. Despite its 
small size it actively participates in international relations 
and the world processes. With the decision of 27 January 
1989 to reduce te Armed Forces and armaments, adopted 
at the proposal of Comrade Todor Zhivkov, and with its 
example, our country demonstrates that there are no big 
and sinall states in the struggle for peace and mankind's 
future, and that al) states are equally responsible and can 
make their own contribution. This decision is a logical 
expression of our consistent and peace-loving foreign 
policy. With its initiatives aimed at turning the Balkans 
into a zone free of nuclear and chemical weapons, devel- 
oping cooperation in the spheres of ecology, economy, and 
culture, and strengthening confidence among nations, Bul- 
garia has acquired deserved international recognition 7nd 
authority. 








JPRS-TAC-89-006 
14 February 1989 


The decision to reduce the Armed Forces and arma- 
ments has not only military, but also poiitical inypor- 
iance as a fact that confirms the truth that peace is the 
essence of socialism. In guaranteeing national security it 
transfers the gravity from the military to political factors 
and thus positively solves the main problems of war and 
peace. As far as the specific application to our country is 
concerned, Bulgaria again proved that now, at the stage 
of our society's revolutionary restructuring, it broadly 
opens itself to the world, and that its foreign policy of 
peace and cooperation is not determined by ad hoc 
considerations. 


This important step, made together with the USSR, the 
GDR, the CSSR, and Poland, which also adopted deci- 
sions on unilaterally reducing their Armed Forces, is also 
economically important, because thus human and mate- 
rial resources will be released and activated for the 
benefit of the people and the peaceful competition 
among nations. 


Perhaps the absolute dimensions of our reductions are 
not decisive or essential against the background of the 
entire world; however, they have a significant moral 
weight. Only a few days after the Vienna meeting, which 
gave a mandate for talks on reducing armed forces and 
armaments from the Atlantic to the Urals and adopting 
further measures on strengthening confidence and secu- 
rity, Our country has given a positive example of good- 
will and readiness to actively participate in this process. 


‘Expression of Good Will’ 
AU2901 185389 Sofia BTA in English 
1625 GMT 29 Jan 89 


[“A Signal of Constructive Approach”—BTA headline] 


[Text] Sofia, January 29 (BTA political observer Alek- 
sandur Viadkov)—The decision of the State Council and 
of the Council of Ministers of the People’s Republic of 
Bulgaria on a unilateral reduction of the Armed Forces 
and on cuts in the country’s 1989 military spending is an 
act of great military and political consequence. 


With the existing military force capabilities in Europe, 
the Bulgarian-deciared reductions will hardly alter the 
overall East-West balance of power. Judged by the stan- 
dards of Bulgaria, however, their value is far from 
inconsiderable. Still, this is not what matters most in this 
case. 


Introducing the motion on this decision, State Council 
President Todor Zhivkov emphasized that the idea of 
such initiatives is to shift the decisive centre of gravity in 
safeguarding national security from military to political 
factors and thus to help strengthen peace and interna- 
tional security. Moreover, these iiiitiatives are launched 
at an important stage of the development of interna- 
tional relations, when every political goodwill gesture 
gives an important impetus to the positive tendencies of 
the last few years. 
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Combined with the similar steps taken by the U.3.S.R. 
and the other states parties to the Warsaw Treaty, the 
Bulgarian state leadership's decision to make unilateral 
reductiw ns of troop levels, combat materiel and military 
spending acquires the value of an important politico- 
military initiative. The socialist countries have always 
addressed the problem of disarmament guided by an 
awareness of the need to achieve the lowest possible level 
of armaments in Europe on a continental and a regional 
scale. The unilateral reductions which Bulgaria now 
img ~wi2 give this awareness its tangible dimension 
and excnolify this country’s pursuit of security, cooper- 
ation and goodneighbourliness in the Balkans. 


The first reaction to this move in Bulgaria and abroad 
shows that this expression of goodwill is viewed by the 
Bulgarian and the international public as a specific 
manifestation of new political thinking, as a signal of a 
constructive approaca at the forthcoming talks in 
Vienna on the redution of armed forces and conven- 
tional armaments from the Atlantic to the Urals. 


Bulgarian Defense Ministry News Briefing on 
Warsaw Pact Statement 

AU3001200289 Sofia Domestic Service 

in Bulgarian 1830 GMT 30 Jan 89 


[Text] A news conference was held at the Central Club of 
the Bulgarian People’s Army in Sofia today on the 
occasion of the statement issued by the Defense Minis- 
ters Committee of the Warsaw Pact member states on 
the correlation of the numerical strength and armaments 
of the Warsaw Pact and NATO in Europe and in the 
adjacent territorial waters. 


The news conference was opened and chaired by Boyan 
Traykov, chairman of the Bulgarian Journal'sts Union 
and chief director of BTA. 


In his statement Colonel General Semerdzhiev, chief of 
the Bulgarian People’s Army General Staff and first 
deputy minister of national defense, pointed out that the 
questions related to the military potentials of the War- 
saw Pact and NATO forces are the focus of attention of 
the entire world public. 


The most numerous and most efficiently equipped mil- 
itary grou,s are accumulated in Europe, which repre- 
sents a great danger, not only to our ancient continent, 
but to the fate of all mankind. 


The question arises concerning which platforms the two 
sides will prese1.i when they appear at the negotiations 
on conventional disarmament in Europe, scheduled to 
take place in March 1989, and at <he resumption of 
negotiations on strengthening confidence measures and 
security, Colonel General Atanas Semerdzhiev pointed 
out. The question is whether the two sides are ready 
[words indistinctj, he further stated. 
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Dwelling on the figures contained in the NATO docu- 


The main thing for the Warsaw Pact is to reduce the staff 
and to establish a well-balanced [words indistinct} which 
is neither to the 
NATO, so as to 


to which our country is also contributing. 


The liberation of the Balkans from nuclear and chemical 
weapons would be an important step toward strengthen- 
ing security not only in the Balkans, but all over Europe. 


bold decisions, not totally without a certain risk, which 
reflect the spirit of our epoch, and, above all, the 
profound meaning of the fundamenta! ideas of new 
ee ee ee 


Dobrev, first deputy minister of national defense. 


Both exhaustively answered the numerous questions of 
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Military Officials Positively Assess Warsaw Pact 


AU01021 I[Editorial Report] Sofia RABOTNICHESKO 
DELO in Bulgarian on 31 January on pages | and 4; 
Sofia OTECHESTVEN FRONT in Bulgarian on 31 
January on pages | and 3; and Sofia NARODNA 


first i 
national defense and commander in chief of the General 
Staff of the Bulgarian People’s Army, emitled “The 
Conventional Armed Forces of the Warsaw Pact and 
NATO (The Truth About Their Combat Potentials);” a 
2,500-word article by Lieutenant General Radnyu Min- 
chev, first deputy head of the General Staff of the 
Bulgarian People’s Army, entitled “Words Supported by 
Real Deeds;” and a 2,000-word interview with Lieuten- 
ant General Tanyu Tanev, deputy head of the General 
Staff of the ian People’s Army, by Colonel Rangel 
Ziatkov, NARODNA ARMIYA chief editor, entitled 
“In the Interest of Confidence and Mutual Security.” 


Col Gen Semerdzhiev maintains in his RABOTNI- 
CHESKO DELO article that “the military possibilities 
of the countries and the balance between the two basic 
military-political groups—the Warsaw Pact and 
NATO—have been viewed for a long time as a decisive 
factor not only of the countries’ defense, but also of 
international security.” Asserting that “mankind ever 
better r .Jerstand that there cannot be a winner in the 
nuclear war,” Col Gen Semerdzhiev points out that “this 
explains why the importance of conventional armed 
forces and conventional military power constantly 
grow.” Consequently, Col Gen Semerdzhiev says, 
“sharply reducing” the concentrations of conventional 
troops and armaments in Europe “increasingly becomes 
an essential need and one of the main directions of 
strengthening not only European, but also international 
security.” 


Against this background Col Gen Semerdzhiev reviews 


and laments “NATO's slow reaction” to these 
proposals. He stresses that “the initiative to exchange 
numerical data on the quantity, structure, and general 


“documents of the 1986 Budapest meeting of the Polit- 
ical Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Pact mem- 
ber states;” “the special document adopted at the end of 
March 1988 in Sofia by the Committee of Ministers of 
Foreign Affairs,” and the “specific statements made in 
the months afterward by Eduard Shevardnadze and 
USSR Defense Minister Dmitriy Yazov.” According to 








— 
of our countries.” In this context he notes that “NATO 
has rejected our insistent proposals to exchange informa- 
tion at a coordinated moment and on a mutual basis,” 
and instead “decided to publish a unilateral report” on 
25 November 1988. 


Col Gen Semerdzhiev compares the NATO document 
and the recently published declaration of the Committee 
of Defense Ministers of the Warsaw Pact, and notes six 
basic differences: 


1. The Warsaw Pact document “takes into consideration 
all components of the armed forces, except the strategic 
nuclear systems, the systems of medium and shorter 
range, which will be destroyed, and the tactical nuclear 
weapons.” On the other hand, NATO’s document 
“really takes into consideration only ground troops and 
the air force.” 


2. NATO’s document is biased because “it includes data 
on the anti-sir force means of the socialist countries, 
despite the fact that these means have a purely defensive 
character.” NATO's document “further distorts the real- 
ity” by including data on the Soviet naval transport 
aviation, “and many obsolete aircraft, that have been 
stripped of t cir weapons,” while at the same time “it 
only notes several kinds of transport aircraft of the 
NATO countries.” 


3. In comparing the two sides’ military potential 
NATO's document “completely ignores” the issue of its 
countries’ naval aviation, intended “to inflict massive 
strikes on ground targets.” Semerdzhiev notes that “the 
distozi.on of the air force capabilities, on the part of 
NATO, and the attempt to present tanks and artillery as 
the main factors in the attack potential and basic desta- 
bilization, are, to pu‘ it mildly, groundless.” 


4. S.merdzhiev further notes the “fundamental differ- 
ence in determining the data related to pround forces.” 
He asserts that NATO includes in its document data on 
the Warsaw Pact countries’ “units, including artillery 
divisions and brigades,” which actually do not exist in 
times of peace, while such units “are strongly developed 
in NATO's structure.” Nevertheless, the NATO docu- 
ments “treat them as bases or warehouses for storing 
armaments and equipment,” Semerdzhiev says. In this 
context he maintains that NATO “crudely ignores the 
requirements of accuracy and objectivity.” 


5. Semerdzhiev notes that “the authors of the NATO 
decument broadly use another incorrect approach, 
namely, consciously uniting armaments and equipment 
for combat and auxiliary purposes.” He maintains that 
“thus they conceal their superiority in combat means.” 
On the other hand, “our methodology clearly distin- 
guishes between combat and auxiliary means,” Semerdz- 
hiev says. 





In the final part of his article, Col Gen Siemerdzhiev 


recent announcements of the socialist countries on uni- 
laterally reducing their armed forces and armaments as 
“a shining example” of the “striving of the socialist 
countries to prevent war and strengthen the foundation 
of international security.” 


Against the background of these announcersents Lt Gen 
Minclev analyzes the Declaration of the Warsaw Pact 
Committee of Defense Ministers. In this context he 
notes that the NATO document on the armed forces and 
conventional armaments in Europe contains “incorrect 
and biased data, aimed at presenting a great superiority 
of the Warsaw Pact and thus to influence the world 
public opinion.” He compares the NATO document and 
the Warsaw Pact declaration much along the lines of Col 
Gen Semerdzhiev’s RABOTNICHESKO DELO article, 
and concludes that on the basis of “the comprehensive 
analysis of the balance of power it can be stated that 
there is an approximate parity between NATO and the 
Warsaw Pact in everything related to conventional 
weapons.” 

Lt Gen Minchev describes the Warsaw Pact declaration 
as “another proof of the peace-loving foreign policy of 
the Warsaw Pact member states and their striving to 
reduce the armed forces and conventional weapons in 
Europe and remove the imbalances and asymmetries in 
the military area.” He points out the positive response to 
the Warsaw Pact declaration, “which is viewed by the 
peoples as an exceptionally constructive and pesce- 
loving document.” 


In conclusion, Lt Gen Minchev asserts that the “process 
of detente still is not an irreversible process,” and that 
“the NATO states are tacitly continuing their military 
preparations and are not decreasing their military 








and whether the imbalances are unilateral or and 
mutually compensated.” 
The second refers to the nature of the NATO 


Pact do not consider the data that has been published as 
criticizes the NATO document as being “selective in 


choosing the categories 
describes NATO's “selectiveness” along the lines of Col 
Gen Semerdzhiev’s RABOTNICHESKO DELO article 
and asserts that “NATO manipulates the numerical 
data,” and that its document “aims at propaganda 


compared categories the balance is in favor of NATO 
and is greater than the accepted ratio of 3 to 1, something 
— NATO with the ability to conduct decisive 


In conclusion, Lt Gen Tanev stresses the necessity of 
“conducting talks on all components of military power. 
Unilateral reductions are desirable and they create favor- 
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
Defense Council Announces Arms Reductions 


LD2701 161389 Prague Domestic Service in Czech 
1500 GMT 27 Jan 89 


[Text} By a decision of the National Defense Council and 
in harmony with the military defensive doctrine of the 
Warsaw Pact member states, in 1989-90 organizational 
changes will be made to underline the defensive nature 
of and to reduce the number of personnel and arma- 
ments in the Czechoslovak People’s Army. 


In this way, the CSSR is gradually beginning to imple- 
ment its initiative on creating a zone of trust, coopera- 
tion, and goodneighborly relations on the line of contact 
between the Warsaw Pact and NATO member states. It 


organizational 1 
withdraw and gradually liquidate a total of 850 tanks, 
165 armored cars, aud 51 combat aircraft from military 
armaments. 


50 percent, the number of live rounds fired [bojovych 
streleb] by 25-30 percent, and the number of reservicts 
called up for exercises by 15,000 pe »ple. 


The aforementioned measures are based on the principle 
of defensive sufficiency for the secure and reliable 
defense of the state. These measures are being carried 
out unilaterally as a firm contribution by the CSSR to 
increasing confidence and security in Europe. 








Defense Minister Vaclavik Details Cuts 
LD2701230189 Prague CTK in English 
2106 GMT 27 Jan 89 


[Text] Prague Jan 27 (CTK)—Czechoslovak Defence 
Minister Army Gencral Milan Vaclavik stressed here 
today that Czechoslovakia’s unilateral and extensive 
measures in the military sphere announced today con- 
cern three basic spheres—spendings on the Army, the 


In an interview for CTK he said that these three spheres 
are linked , and that the cuts reach on average 
10-15 per cent. The scrapped number of tanks and 
armoured vehicles corresponds to two and half tank 
divisions, the minister said. 


Asked about the realization of measures concerning the 
withdrawal of Soviet forces from Czechoslovak territory, 
Milan Vaclavik said that four formations with 
equipment will be withdrawn in 1989 and the rest of one 
tank division will foliow in 1990. In other units of the 
Central Group of Soviet Forces in Czechoslovakia, orga- 


On the reorganization of three Army divisions into 
military depots, Milan Vaclavik stated that it means 
reduction of the combat value of the Czechoslovak 
People’s Army by three Army divisions at the time of 
peace. However, there exists the possibility to restore 
their combat ability by calling reservists in case of need 
within 10-15 days. This measure is a real step towards 
the creation of a zone of confidence along the line 
dividing the Warsaw Treaty and NATO states. Besides 
this, the minister stressed, other divisions will be reor- 
ganized in order [to} fulfil exclusively defensive tasks. 


Dealing with the tasks for the current training year, 
Czechoslovak Defence Minister Milan Vaclavik stressed 
above all the necessity of achieving higher effectiveness 
of training and its organization. 


“The reduction of the number of exercises and reservists 
is our contribution to the joint effort at the effecti've and 
economical use of social means”, Milan Vaclavik said. 


“Adopting these measures, we are fully aware that 
defence capability of the Czechoslovak Socialist Repub- 
lic and our allies must be unconditionally ensured. As 
the present military and political situation in Europe 
cannot be our possibilities of reducing the 
Armed Forces are limited. These limits ensue also from 
the fact that Czechoslovakia is situated on the border 
with NATO states, the joint frontier is almost 250- 
kilometre long. We must also take into consideration 


Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister Applauds Plan 
LD3001 100189 Prague Domestic Service in Slovak 
0900 GMT 30 Jan 89 


[Text] The Soviet Union has expressed support for the 
decision of the Czechoslovak Council for Defense to 
reduce the number of troops and armaments of the 


by the decision of te Soviet Union and other Warsaw 
Pact countries to reduce the number of troops and 
conventional armaments. 


RUDE PRAVO Editorial 
LD2801081589 Prague CTK in English 
0712 GMT 28 Jan 89 


[Text] Prague Jan 28 (CTK)}—-RUDE PRAVO today 
described Czechoslovakia’ 


“European history documents that it is wrong to believe 
that only those who are armed mean ing in the 
concert of nations. The way to the realization that the 
security of cach state is not safeguarded by military but 
political means was long. The realization is growing. The 
world public increasingly understands that the 

of human future will not be decided by military 

and the quantity and quality of weapons but by the 
results of activity of human brain, talent and the ability 
to understand objective social laws”. 


The paper urged “decisions of one to be examples and an 
appeal to others. Disarmament is not just a technical, 
military matter but primarily a political one”. This idea 
was voiced by Czechoslovak Communist Party General 
Secretary Milos Jakes last February when he said that 
political decision takes effect when it is combined with 
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concrete proposals and measures. and this is the essence 
of the proposal to create a zone of confidence, coopera- 
tion and gocd-neighbour relations between the Warsaw 
Treaty and NATO made by Czechoslovakia. 


country and the people. “We realize what a huge military 


LD3001 101889 Prague CTK in English 
0855 GMT 30 Jan 89 


exist asymmetrics in Europe but they are not only to the 
benefit of the Warsaw Treaty, it said. 


Armed forces must be given an exclusively defensive 
character and this is the goal pursued by the organiza- 
tional changes in the Czechoslovak Army and the Soviet 
Army, as well as the armies of the other Warsaw Treaty 
member states, PRAVDA said. 


Public Reacts Positively 
LD2901 204189 CTK in English 
1757 GMT 29 Jan 


[Text] Prague Jan 29 (CTK)—The statement on the 
reduction of the number of troops, armament and orga- 
nizational changes in the Czechoslovak People’s Army, 


which was published on January 27, has aroused wide 
response among the Czechoslovak public. 





Warsaw Treaty and NATO. The question of security is 
thus solved by political and not military means because 
the future of mankind must be decided by the activity of 
human reason and talent.” 


deputy chairwoman of the Czech 
Central Committee of the Czechoslovak Red Cross Soci- 
ety, stated: “The Czechoslovak Red Cross, which is 


days, has furthered in its activity the ideas of peaceful 
coexistence between nations of the whole world through- 
out its existence. Members of our organization are aware 
that suffering is caused by war and therefore, | believe, 
they welcome all steps leading to the casing of interna- 
tional tension.” 


Academic painter Miloslav Prochazka stated: “In 1945, 
I experienced the end of the Second World War in 
Prague. Windows shone brightly, the streets were full of 
light, the eyes rid of horrors of war... | wish that posterity 
finds after us only children’s toys, sculptures, paintings 
books speaking about a beautiful land, about hope 
the future. If the NATO states are willing to take 
similar measures in their armed forces, there is a chance 
that this desire will come truc.” 

Josef Kubista, chairman of the Mir United Cooperation 


Farm at Humburky near Novy Bydzov stated: “I regard 
Friday's (27 January] statement of the Council of State 


mit level and to the relaxation of overall tension. I am 
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Editorial on Army Reorganization, Arms, Troop 


AU3101084889 Prague RUDE PRAVO in Czech 
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progress as long as we do not demonstrate in practice 
that weapons can be scrapped. 


People’s Army will continue to guard the safety of our 
fatheriand as the appie of its cye, and to defend the safety 
of our people. We are a firm component of the socialist 
community. We can count things as well as the other 
side, and we realize what a powerful military force is 


We are living in the center of Europe, in a territory over 


adopting 
a truly humanist ideal: disarmament. 
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Defense Minister Details Arms, Troop Reductions 
AU3101111789 Prague RUDE PRAVO in Czech 
28 Jan 89 p I 


CTK] Could you tell us how the announced measures 
the withdrawal of a portion of the Soviet troops from 
CSSR territory will be carried out? 
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* ize every effort to fully provide for the 
safety of our state and of the sociali gl 


Army Chief on 7 reop Cuts, NATO-Warsaw Pact 


LD3101 194189 Prague CTK in English 
1620 GMT 31 Jan 89 
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People’s Army unilaterally and independertly of negcti- 
ations which was announced by Erich Honecker, chair- 
man of the State Council and of the GDR National 
Defense Council on Monday [23 January]. He reiterated 
the members of the Armed Forces’ full support for the 
GDR party and state leadership’s decision in the interest 
of confidence, greater security, and stability in Europe. 


With this initiative, the GDR proves once again its firm 
determination to actively help ensure that war will never 
again emanate from German soil, but only peace; that 
the nuclear and conventional arms race will be stopped; 
and that a transition to a continuous disarmament 
process will be made. 


The reduction of personnel, tanks, aircraft, and defense 
spending, as well as the structural changes in the 
National People’s Army which have been decided upon, 
are new proof, according to the military doctrine of the 
Warsaw Pact member states and the GDR, of further 
ds -<!oping the defensive character of the Armed Forces, 
which iias always been the basis of their practical action. 


This significant measure is closely related 1o the GDR’s 
policy of dialogue to implement the policy of peaceful 
coexistence between the states with different social 
orders. 


Discussing the military-political situation, Army Gen- 
eral Heinz Kessler referred to the high responsibility, 
now and in the future, of the people’s soldiers to protect 
peace and socialism. ““We cannot and will not overlook 
that there continues to exist influential forces of the 
military-industrial complex which attempt to revise the 
results of World War II, to change borders that have 
been established by international law, and thus belatedly 
to win the war that was initiated and lost by German 
imperialism,” Kessler said. “This would unavoidably 
result in a catastrophe for Europe.” 


One must not forget that NATO continues to adhere to 
the strategy of first strike and to the use of means of mass 
destruction for this purpose, the minister stressed. 
Therefore, the soldiers of the National People’s Army, 
together with the members of the Soviet Armed Forces 
and the other fraternal armies, will continue to guarantee 
the protection of the peaceful work of the working people 
for the further construction of the developed socialist 
society at the necessary level and they will do everything 
to reliably secure peace. 


Western to ‘Unilateral’ Warsaw Pact 
Arms Cuts 

AU2801095389 East Berlin NEUES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 26 Jan 89 p 2 


[“W.M.” article: “Steps of Goodwill—and Food for 
Thought”) 


[Text] When in March the delegations of 23 states, 
according to the mandate of the Vienna meeting, con- 
vene to negotiate measures to reduce conventional 
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armed forces, such measures will already have been 
decided upon, in the region where the concentration of 
military potentials is highest, at the dividing line of the 
military blocs in the center of Europe—however, unilat- 
erally. First, only on the sidc of the Warsaw Pact. These 
steps of good will should be met with steps of good will 
from the other side. At least this is the unequivocal tenor 
of the strong response with which the USSR’s and 
GDR’s announcement to reduce troops and armaments 
have met in the international public. 


At his meeting with the Swedish prime minister in Berlin, 
Erich Honecker stressed that we fully support the USSR’s 
new peace initiatives, which Mikhail Gorbachev announced 
to the United Nations and that the unilateral withdrawal of 
Soviet Armed Forces from GDR territory takes place in 
close agreement between the two governments. 


The Soviet soldiers, who will now return to their native 
country, and the tanks and other weapons they will take 
back with them, will not be replaced by additional 
soldiers and armaments of our National People’s Army. 
On the contrary: At the same time, the GDR, following 
a decision of its National Defense Council, is making yet 
a further constructive contribution to the disarmament 
process, which has to be carried out without pausing. It 
shows by deeds its goodwill and its readiness to disarm. 


The GDR is reducing its National People’s Army unilat- 
erally by 10,000 men until the end of 1990. During this 
period it will dissolve 6 tank regiments and | aircraft 
squadron, convert 600 tanks for purposes of the national 
economy or scrap them, and take 50 fighter aircraft out 
of commission. At the same time it will reduce its 
defense spending by 10 percent. It will reshape the 
structure of the National People’s Army in such a way 
that it will have a still more strictly defensive character. 


These measures are courageous and characterized by 
optimism, considering the fact that on the other side 
there are strong forces, which try to prevent further 
agreements on balanced disarmament from being con- 
cluded. However, we expect that our advance conces- 
sions so strongly will mobilize the forces of peace, of 
realism and reason, that the disarmament process, which 
has now been launched, will receive strong impuises. We 
also expect that the intrigues of those who respond to the 
initiatives of socialism for disarmameni with new 
projects of the arms race will be frustrated. 


With our measures we are showing the world that we are 
taking the defensive character of our military doctrine 
seriously. Its supreme concern lies in the reliable preven- 
tion of any war. It is directed at strictly preserving the 
military balance of both sides at an increasingly lower 
level until it reaches non-aggression capability. By mak- 
ing the defensive character—which has always been 
characteristic of our Armed Forces—even more pro- 
nounced, in correspondence with this doctrine, the pro- 
tection of socialist achievements will of course continue 
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to be fully guaranteed. Starting on the principle of 
reasonable adequacy, everything will be done to guaran- 
tee the national defense of the GDR in the interest of its 
citizens at any given time. In doing so we bear in mind 
our concrete conditions, the present requirements, and 
our duties within the a!iiance of the Warsaw Pact staies. 
In this sense, our people’s soldiers wil! have an even 
higher responsibility in complying with their class 
assignment that is serving peace. 


According to Erich Honecker, our socialist state acts in 
correspondence with its historical responsibility and its 
humanistic assignment to do everything in order to 
ensure that war will never again emanate from German 
soil, but only peace. This is in the vital interest of our 
people, but also in the interest of the other peoples on 
our continent. We orient ourselves on the principle of 
creating peace with fewer weapons, fewer soldiers, and 
less money. 


The new GDR step is the latest link in a whole chain of 
constructive and stimulating contcibutions to advance 
the disarmament process. It is proof of sincerity and 
predictability of our peaceful policy and it is the expres- 
sion of reason, sense of proportion, and willingness to 
compromise. It is proof of the right understanding of the 
GDR’s important contribution toward implementing 
socialism’s peace program, even though the international 
public describes it as an interesting incentive for other 
European states. It is above all NATO which is expected 
to make its own substantial contribution to the reduction 
of its attack potential. After all, it is easily understood 
that in the long run, disarmament can be achieved only 
on the basis of mutuality. 


This holds particularly true for the FRG as the strongest 
military power in Western Europe. “Modernizing” 
short-range missiles, concepts of deterrence, and new 
expensive military aircraft are outmoded today. The 
time is ripe for acting according to the statement, which 
is contained in the joint communique issued at Erich 
Honecker’s official visit to the FRG in September 1987, 
that progress in nuclear disarmament most urgently 
requires conventional disarmament with the objective of 
greater security and stability in Europe from the Atlantic 
to the Urals. Time is also ripe for acting according to the 
obligation that was accepted at the same time, that the 
GDR and FRG, as a result of the responsibility derived 
from the joint history, have to make special efforts for 
peaceful coexistence in Europe. 


This is what matters now, particularly in this year, which 
will see the 75th anniversary of the outbreak of World 
War I and the 50th of World War II. In a time in which 
the chances for making an important step forward to 
protect mankind from world war III are better than ever 
before, actions are needed that lead to early agreements 
on drastic reductions of conventional armed forces, to 
nonattack capability on both sides, and to greater secu- 
rity for all. 
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Defense Minister Kessler Comments on Warsaw 
Pact Statement 


Article in NEUES DEUTSCHLAND 
LD3001 131889 East Berlin ADN International Service 
in German 0300 GMT 30 Jan 89 


[Text] Berlin (ADN)—Under the headline “The Cards 
Are on the Table,” NEUES DEUTSCHLAND publishes 
on Monday an article by Army General Heinz Kessler, 
member of the SED Central Committee Politburo and 
GDR minister of national defense. The text of the article 
is as follows: 


According to the resolutions of the Political Consultative 
Committee of the Warsaw Pact member states, the 
statement of the Defense Ministers Committee “On the 
Correlation of the Numerical of Armed Forces 
and Armaments of the Organization of the Warsaw Pact 
and the North Atlantic Alliance in Europe and Adjacent 
Sea Areas” has been pubiished. 


The GDR party and state leadership has actively and 
constructively supported the preparation and harmoni- 
zation of this statement. The result meets with its 


approval. 


The document should be assured of a strong response by 
international public opinion. The citizens of our country 
too will pay careful attention to it. It conveys to everyone 
a true picture of the military potential of the Warsaw 
Pact and NATO in Europe. 


This complex and detailed comparison of the armed 
forces and armaments of NATO and the Warsaw Pact 
now offers to everybody—officials of all persuasions, 
military experts, in short everyone—the opportunity to 
picture of the actual historically developed military 
balance of power. 


Hence it offers to everybody who is genuinely interested in 
disarmament a comprehensive and objective survey of 
those disparities which have to be overcome according to 
the principle: He who has more must reduce accordingly. 


The Warsaw Pact states are submitting this overall 
picture of the correiation of military strength of the two 
alliances in Europe and adjacent sea areas at a time when 
there emerge increasingly positive trencs in the interna- 
tional arena. The mandate for negotiations on conve- 
tional disarmament in Europe agreedein Vienna a/so 
testifies to this. 


Despite various complications and massive resistance 
from antidetente forces a change from confrontation to 
detente is underway. This proves that the million-fold 
efforts at a secure peace are paying off. But at the same 
time the activities of those who hinder the process of 
disarmament and detente or make it more difficult 
cannot be overlooked. 
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In order to make the amelioration of the international 
Situation permanent and irreversible great efforts are 
still needed. Hence, the call by the highest GDR repre- 
sentative, Erich Honecker, that there must be no let up; 
a ee eee me SOUND CamnED oe 


It goes without saing that we view the efforts at conven- 
tional disarmament in close connection with the negoti- 
ations on the halving of the strategic offensive weapons 
of the USSR and United States, while strictly adhering to 
the ABM Treaty, and on the elimination of chemical 
weapons. 


In view of the great opt >rtunities but also of the still 
existing considerable dangers not let-up must be permit- 
ted in the process of detente and disarmament. Our state 
alliance is guided by this idea while publishing detailed 
information on the proportion of forces of the two sides. 


It took place in the effort, according to the principles of 
the Warsaw Pact states’ joint military doctrine 
announced in Berlin in 1987, to do everything in our 
power to reduce speedily mutual worry, to stop the arms 
race, to make the start of conventional disarmament on 
a realistic basis easier, and to make peace for all the 
peoples more secure. 


This is also reflected in the statement on negotiations 
with regard to the reduction of armed forces and con- 
ventional armaments in Europe adopted in Warsaw in 
July 1988 by the Warsaw Pact Political Consultative 
Committee. 


As is known the Warsaw Pact states have repeatedly 
proposed to NATO a joint official exchange of data in 
order to be abie to objectively analyze the existing level 
of forces. However, to date NATO has not been prepared 
for such a reciprocal, thorough analysis of the overall 
picture of the two alliance systems’ military strength, 
covering all the component parts of the armed forces in 
Europe and adjacent sea areas, starting from identical 
criteria of analysis. The area for this comparison of 
armed forces has by no means been arbitrary. It corre- 
sponds to the objective military-strategic conditions as 
they exist today for our continent. After all it has to be 
borne in mind that actions by conventional forces would, 
in principle—namely also in Europe—take place in a 
combination—or to put it better—in joint actions by the 
ground, air, and naval forces; and that on both sides. 


Therefore all ground, air, and sea-based forces were 
taken into account which influence the security situation 
in Europe, thereby including those military formations 
of the two alliances which operate in the Arctic Ocean, 
the Atlantic, and the Mediterranean, and which could 
become involved in possible armed conflicts in Europe. 
Excluded are the strategic offensive weapons which, as is 
known, are the subject of separate negotiations. 
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Thus the armed forces data of the seven Warsaw Pact 
states, the 14 European NATO states, and the Armed 
Forces of the United States and Canada stationed in 
Europe and the adjacent sea areas have been made 
public. Taking into account the varied structure and 
organization of the Warsaw Pact and NATO Armed 
Forces, the Warsaw Pact member states have given some 
500 pieces of data on 26 categories of armed forces and 
armaments, revealing the total strength and national 
shares of the individual alliances. 


With this approach our alliance has demonstrated anew 
its preparedness for a joint, serious analysis of the 
security situation of the two sides. 


The comprehensive, sound comparison makes clear that 
there exists an approximate balance between NATO and 
the Warsaw Pact in Europe, and that, contrary to all 
present NATO statements, some of them serving dubi- 
ous propaganda purposes, the two coalitions have nearly 


equal military power. 


In this connection is appears noteworthy that the large 
number of NATO’s long-range weapon systems designed 
for attack stands in glaring contradiction to the Western 
claim that the NATO doctrine of the so-called “flexible 
response,” which also includes nuclear deterrence, is of a 
defensive nature. 


It has also been proved that the overwhelming conven- 
tional superiority of the Warsaw Pact and the allegedly 
resulting enormous threat to the NATO states, as repeat- 
edly construed by various NATO officials and the mili- 
tary, is at variance with reality. 


The Warsaw Pact states have at no time made any 
territorial claims to revise the results of World War II, 
but have always and exclusively made the protection of 
socialist construction and the safeguarding of peace their 
maxim. 


At the same time it shows that assymetries and imbal- 
ances do exist for certain types of weapons which go back 
to both historical and military-geographical causes, and 
which also result from different approaches to solving 
certain issues of the construction of the armed forces. In 
this way any doubt as to our honest efforts at mutually 
acceptable starting positions for substantial disarma- 
ment steps should now have been removed. 


In addition, the start of negotiations on the reduction of 
armed forces and conventional armaments, and on 
extending confidence- and security-building measures in 
Europe could be favorably influenced, namely in that 
region where conventional disarmament is particularly 


urgent. 


After all, it is here that according to calculations by 
experts the concentration of forces, weapons, and mili- 
tary hardware exceeds the average 20-fold. To this must 
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be added the close concentration of nuclear and conven- 
tional forces and the geographical conditions of our 
highly industrialized continent where any military con- 
flict contains the danger of expanding into a disaster 
which can no longer be controlled. 


The states of our alliance were and are guided by this 
when repeatedly submitting new intiatives and disarma- 
ment proposals. 


As is known, regarding conventional disarmament in 
Europe our states have proposed to proceed in three 
stages. 


In the first stage, data on armed forces and armaments 
are to be exchange |, checked on the spot, and asymme- 
tries and imbalances to be removed by both sides. 


In the second stage, 25-percent reduction of troops and 
armaments by each side could take place. In the third 
stage, measures would be needed which would alter the 
structures, strength, and deploymen:, of armed forces 
unt] these are no longer capable of attack. 


We are resolved to continue the dialogue for further 
disarmament steps and confidence-building measures, 
and to guarantee the security needs of all countries 
purely by political means. 


By publishing the armed forces details the socialist 
military alliance has, as they say, put the cards on the 
table. It has thus again made a considerable contribution 
to confidence building. 


The comparison now published, which corresponds to 
the state as of 1 July 1988, does not cover the far- 
reaching unilateral concessions made by the Warsaw 
Pact member states. Let us recall the reduction of the 
USSR military potential by 1990 as announced by Mik- 
hail Gorbachev before the 43d UN General Assembly. 


On 23 January 1989 Comrade Erich Honecker, general 
secretary of the SED Central Committee, chairman of 
the Council of State, and chairman of the GDR National 
Defense Council, announced that by the end of 1990 the 
National People’s Army will be reduced by 10,000 men 
unilaterally and independently of negotiations. In con- 
aection with this six tank regiments and one air squad- 
ron will be disbanded, and the number of weapon 
systems reduced by 600 tanks and 50 tactical aircraft. 


The tanks are to be converted for use in lignite opencast 
mines, forestry, and the transport sector, or totally 
scrapped. Simultaneously with the reduction measures, 
— expenditure for national defeuse wil be cut by 
10 percent. 


This unilateral GDR step testifies to the fact that it is 
fully aware of its special responsibility at the sensitive 
dividing line between NATO and the Warsaw Pact. 
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Commensurate with our state doctrine, and in agree- 
ment with the will of our citizens to the effect that never 
again must war be allowed to emanate from German soil, 
a specific contribution has thus been made toward the 
implementation of a comprehensive peace program by 
our community of states. 


Seen militarily, the reduction measures of the GDR are 
part of translating the joint military doctrine of the 
Warsaw Pact member states and the GDR military 
doctrine, with the objective of making the nature of the 
National People’s Army still more defensive and to do 
still better justice to the principle of sensible defense 
sufficiency. 


This GDR initiative is a worthy addition to the efforts of 
the Warsaw Pact at improving the situation in Europe. 
Included in this is the withdrawal of four tank divisions, 
one air assault brigade, 5 training regiments, and also 11 
independent batallions of the Soviet Armed Forces from 
the territory of the GDR which was agreed between our 
governments. 


It goes without saying that the process of reducing armed 
forces and armaments can be realized in the long term 
only on the basis of reciprocity. 


NATO can now reasonably be expected to decide, while 
paying regard to the true balance of power, to make a 
substantial contribution to reducing its offensive potential. 


In the first place the FRG Government is thus asked to 
provide for similar measures for its armed forces and to 
give up the so-called modernization of nuclear weapon 
carriers. We are of the opinion that the two German 
states in particular could and must do more than anyone 
else to gradually reduce confrontation in the heart of 
Europe and to increase the :wareness of joint security 
interests. 


The GDR is taking its responsibility as a state of 
socialism and peace extremely seriously. The GDR pur- 
sues actively and constructively its dialogue policy which 
aims at detente, security, and cooperation. 


Let us remember the “International Meeting for Nucle- 
ar-Free Zones” held in Berlin from 20 to 22 June which 
strengthened, as the hitherto most comprehensive world 
forum for peace issues, the coalition of reason and 
realism. The proposals for a nuclear-free corridor and for 
a chemical weapon-f-ee zone in Europe developed by the 
SED, the SPD, and the CPCZ are part and parcel of a 
socialist peace policy. 


Only recently did the relevent SED and SPD working 
group publish the jointly developed concept of a zone of 
confidence and security in Central Europe. 


To strengthen peace as the highest possession of the 
peoples and as the fundamental precondition for the 
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NATO persis for the lime being with its “nuclear deter 
rence” and pursues intensive conventional armament. 


thinking but by the degree of a potential threat. 
The National People’s Army es during its nearly 


the other fraternal arm 
maintain a military-strategic balance at a corstantly 
lower level, a condition which remains essential for the 


safeguarding of peace. 
In the interest of the peaceful life of our citizens we shape 


From the statement by the Committee of the Warsaw 
Pact Defense Ministers, all the citizens of our republic 
can once more gain the optimistic certainty that the 
resourceful peace policy of socialism inspires and pro- 
motes the process of disarmament and detente, and 
strengthens international security. It is necessary and it 
is worthwhile to give of one’s best for this—according to 
our slogan “My workplace is my battle station for 
peace.” 
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Television Interview 
LD3101082389 East Berlin Domestic Service 
in German 2110 GMT 30 Jan 89 


eed peewee no Se eee Cosas 
of Defense Ministers published information on the 
numerical strength of Warsaw Pact aad NATO forces 
and arms. Army General Heinz Kessler, GDR defense 
minister and member of the SED Central Committee 
Politburo, was interviewed by GDR Television. We now 
bring you important excerpts from this interview. 


[Begin recording] iCossenpentons Goetz Fasster] Why, 
Comrade Minister, this publication at this time? 


[Kessler] As is well known, the Warsaw Pact states have 
on many occasions proposed to NATO a joint official 
comparison of data, which should also be checked. 
NATO, however, is noi prepared to such a mutual, 
thorough analysis of the military potentials of both 
alliances. Instead, it has undertaken a one-sided, tenden- 
tious publication of statistics on forces. We, however, 
consider it necessary to give the world an objective 
lane ot Oe eens ae ee 
has come about historically. The publication of the 
information on our forces and their main armaments is, 
we think, at the same time a further confidence-building 
measure by the Warsaw Pact states, and in my opinion, 
cuts the ground from under any speculation and doubts 
concerning honest efforts for mutually acceptable disar- 
mament steps. 


[Fasster] Yes, since this morning we have been able to 
read about the balance of forces, the military balance of 
forces, between Eas’ 1nd West, between the Warsaw Pact 
and NATO, in terms of troops and Please iell 
us: What is the quintessence of the key data in political 
terms? 


[Kessler] With pleasure. The current comprehensive 
inventory of forces clearly shows that in Europe, taking 
into account all components of the military balance of 
forces, there is an approximate military balance between 
the two alliances. It can been seen in the figures pub- 
lished that the North Atlantic Alliance has twice as many 
naval forces compared to the Warsaw Pact, whereas 
there is rough parity in ground and air forces. NATO is 
also far superior to us in its number of attack aircraft, 
tactical air forces, and naval air forces, combat helicop- 
ters, as well as antitank missiles. 


On the Warsaw Pact side, there is superiority in tanks, 
launchers for tactical missiles, interceptor fighter planes, 
air defense troops, as well as armored tanks, armored 
personnel carriers, and partly in artillery. The area of the 
comparison of forces was not selected arbitrarily; it 
corresponds to the objective, mili condi- 
tions as they are for our continent. For this reason, we 
have included all ground, sea, and air forces stationed in 
Europe and the islands and groups of islands belonging 
to Europe, as is expressed in the Final Document of 
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Vienna, as well as those in the neighboring sea areas, that 
is, all forces were included that influence the security 
situation of both alliances in Europe, also all those forces 
operating in the northern seas, the eastern Atlantic, and 
the Mediterranean that can affect Europe. 


[Fasster] Comrade Minister, we certainly agree that 
things will not happen simply by counting and calculat- 
ing potentials on either side—many people talk some- 
what scornfully of counting peas—where do the sfate- 
ment and comparison of numbers produced by the 
Warsaw Pact fit in? 


[Kessler] This is, in my opinion, a serious fundamental 
question. The states of our alliance are guided by the fact 


ciguilogat peias cunasscian and 000 on euguassion of 


point of view, om setueien come & yan @ Ss 


doctrine. When the military doctrine of the Warsaw Pact 
was announced in ee oe a 
there wanting [passage indistinct] as their theory. We 


said at that time that we were in the process of putting 

that into practice step by step. It results from this: It is 

well known that our top concern is to reliably prevent 
any war, we want to achieve a strict maintenance of the 
military balance at a lower and lower level and we want 
neither side to have the capability of attacking the other. 
For this reason, we hope and also expect that other 
European states, as Comrade Erich Honecker expressed 
at his meeting with Swedish Prime Minister Carisson, 
will join these initiatives to reduce military potentials. | 
do not hide the fact that the FRG Government should be 
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the first to plan analogous measures for its forces and 
arms, as well as finally renouncing the so-called modern- 
ization of its nuclear missiles. 


[Fasster] Political pressure is somewhat great on NATO, 
the NATO states, and surely also on the FRG (?in the 
face of the) resolutions made by the National Defense 
Council [words indistinct}, disarmament considerations, 
which all have the same aims of reducing confrontation 
in central Europe on the dividing line between the two 
military alliances and creating more security. Will all 
these ideas and proposals remain in force? 


[Kessler] The joint political initiatives worked out by the 
SED, the SDP, and the CPCZ for a chemical-weapons- 
free zone in ich should include at least the 
GDR, the CSSR, and the FRG—or a | 50-km corridor in 
central Europe free of nuciear weapons along the divid- 
ing line between the two alliances, will considerably 
reduce the danger of a nuclear war. We have proposed a 
zone of trust and security in central Europe which could 
be a considerable step in preventing surprise attacks. The 
implementation of these and other proposals would in 
our opinion be an important contribution to consolidat- 
ing mutual trust and peace. 


[Fasster} Military doctrines have, speaking informally, 
been talked about, certainly in the results of the resolu- 
tions of the Warsaw Pact states. You hear of non-attack 
capability as a result of and as a goal of further conven- 
tional disarmament, as well as the disarmament of the 
remaining nuclear weapons in Europe. What is the 
socialist military doctrine now and how is it reflected in 
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It would certainly be too early to assess the declarations 
of intent by Tower, Scholz, and Woerner and other 


ished yesterday [30 January],has leading NATO representatives as a reaction to the state- 
must be given absolute prior- § ment of the Warsaw Pact siates, which was published 


ity at present: the prevention of war, a halt to the nuciear yesterday. However, it has once more become apparent 
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of the Warsaw Pact Defense Min- 
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who are the forces that are in favor of not allowing a 
pause in the disarmament process and who are the forces 


LD02021 13989 East Berlin Voice of GDR Domestic 
Service in German 0900 GMT 2 Feb 89 


[Excerpt] In the words of Army General Heinz Kessler, 
GDR defense minister, all forces and types of conven- 


US. Criticized for Chemical Weapons 
AU3001 114889 East Berlin NEUES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 28-29 Jan 89 p 6 
.L.” commentary: “Ban on Chemical Weapons—a 
That Has Long Been Overdue”) 


[Text] Chemical weapons are particularly cruel weapons 


development. In 
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Started in 1954. Whereas U.S. Government represetia- 
tives noisily advocate disarmament at UN sessions and 
other conferences, the program is being pushed ahead 
with increasingly large financial means. 


In view of the actual situation, the Americans would 
have every reason to think about the discrepancy 
between word and deed. It was really grotesque how 
Washington tried to play the “world gendarme” at 
Paris Conference. It even threatened to carry out a 
“preventive strike” against Libya, which is accused of 
building a plant to produce chemical warfare agents. 


There is a pleasant contrast between such m 

and the attitude of the USSR, the GDR, and the other 
socialist states. The Soviet Government has officially 
announced that the USSR will stop producing chemical 
weapons and launch a large-scale program for scrapping 
all chemical warfare agents. At the same time the Soviet 
Union confirmed that no chemical weapons are 
deployed outside the USSR on the territories of the 
allied Warsaw Pact states. 


These statements are apparently being ignored by the 
“opinion makers” of the NATO states. Quite the con- 
trary: The decade-old campaign of lies is being contin- 
ued, completely utopian figures are being cited about the 
USSR’s chemical weapons potential, and chemical war- 
fare agent stores in the GDR and other Warsaw Pact 
States are being invented. All this is happening despite 
the fact that the GDR has submitted the most concrete 
and most far-reaching verification proposals for a chem- 
ee its readiness to allow 


model inspections. 


To put it very clearly: Like nearly all states in the world, 
the GDR is against any kind of chemical weapons 
production and the preparation of a chemical war, 
wherever this takes place. Our attitude finds its specific 
expression in the proposals for a chemical-weapons-free 
zone in central Europe, which was presented by the SED, 
SPD, and CPCZ. The international response has shown 
how topical this proposal is. 
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LD2501112889 East Berlin ADN International Service 
in German 9815 GMT 25 Jan 89 


[Text] Ottawa (ADN)—Kurt Nier, GDR deputy minister 
of foreign affairs, outlined the GDR steps, announced by 
Erich Honecker, for the unilateral reduction of forces 
and arms as well as a cut in national defense expendi- 
tures during a meeting yesterday with James Taylor, 
under secretary in the Canadian Foreign Ministry. 


The Canadian official welcomed these disarmament 
measures and assessed them as significant for further 
progress in the disarmament process as well as for the 
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creation of favorable couditions for the upcoming nego- 
tiations in Vienna on the redaction of conventional 
forces and armaments in Europe. 


In connection with international the inter- 
locutors Gescribed the conclusion of and the implementa- 
tion of the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate- and 
Shorter-Range Missiles, which has already begun, as an 


The participants agreed on the necessity of further 
tives for the unilateral reduction of the Soviet Union's 


welcomed the conclusion of the Vienna CSCE follow-up 


Kurt Nier and James Taylor the positive 
in relations between the GDR and Canada 
and expressed the desire of their to further 


affect over 9,000 soldiers, 251 tanks, and a fighter 
aviation squadron. 


EAST EUROPE 
Defense Ministry Details Cets 
1-D3001 193889 Budapest MTI in English 
1755 GMT 30 Jan 89 
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[Balint] The numbers appear quite considerabie, again, if 
we just look at the percentages ing weapons or 
technology. Are these operational weapons? 


[Karpati] Most of them are operational, while a smaller 
proportion are of a type which is now im mothballs. We 
will withdraw these for good. This relates to 251 tanks; 
we will destroy a large portion of these. This means that 
they will end up in a smelting-works. 


{Balint} Could they not be sold somewhere? 


[Karpati}] Naturally, we will utilize what we can make use 
of in the people's economy from among these items, as 


There are spheres in which the Warsaw Pact’s superior- 
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Lcfense *iixister Karpati Views Warsaw Pact’s 
Ferce: Statenvent 
LD3001163189 Budapest Domestic Service 

in Hungarian 1100 GMT 30 Jan 89 
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[Text] At the UN sesmon m December, Mikhail Gorde- 


chevy made an announcement of great importance con- 
cerning the unilateral Soviet troop reductions. From the 
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officers school in Szolnok will conclude the reduction of 
troops in Hungary that General Secretary Gorbachev 
announced. 


[Question] Do we know the number of troops that will be 
withdrawn? 


{Karpati] The letter I received from the minister of 
defense does not contain any reference to the number of 
troops, but certainly, during the preliminary talks, this 
sibject was also approached. Stiil, I believe that, in 
connection with the troop reduction that is soon to 
begin, it is not the number but rather the strength of the 
respective military branch that is important, as well as 
the fire- and offensive power of the aforementioned 
configuration and their military equipment—tanks, air- 
planes, and other equipment. 


[Question] It is understandable that the public is inter- 
ested in the future of the establishments evacuated by the 
Soviets. Are there any specific agreements on this issue? 


[Karpati] We believe that the most important thing is to 
observe the schedule for the withdrawal. Talks between 
the two headquarters about the future of the establish- 
ments are still under way. Nevertheless, it has already 
been decided that the historic building near the Eszter- 
gom Basilica, which at the moment functions as a 
health-care institution for Soviet troops, will be evacu- 
ated permanently. And, a move important issue than the 
future of the e~*ablishments is the fact that the subject of 
previous justified complaints from citizens in Veszprem 
and Tokol will cease to exist, because in both places the 
environment will become quieter and the level of noise 
that has been criticized will be reduced. At the same 
time, we know that the troops who continue to remain in 
our country will be reorganized, with various units from 
the western parts of the country being reorganized first of 
all. 


[Question] Will the reduction of the Soviet troops in 
Hungary not increase the burden on the Hungarian 
Armed Forces? 


[Karpati] No, because the Soviets would not reduce their 
troops if the international situation did not make it 
possible for them to do so. If it does so, then there is no 
justification for us to increase them with Hungarian 
forces and at a cost to Hungary. 


News Conference Details USSR Troop 
Withdrawal 

LD3101204789 Budapest MTI in English 
1743 GMT 31 Jan 89 


[Text] Budapest, January 31 (MTI)}—Under the terms of 
the Soviet Government's resolution on the unilateral 
reduction of Armed Forces and armaments, 22 Soviet 
military units are to be withdrawn from Hungary, 
including a tank division, a tank-training regiment, a 
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battalion of assault landing troops, a fighter plane regi- 
ment, a chemical defence battalion and a military staff 
school. Details of the previously announced Soviet troop 
withdrawal were given to representatives of the Hungar- 
ian and the international press on Tuesday in the house 
of Soviet Culture and Science by Boris Stukalin, ambas- 
sador of the Soviet Union to Hungary, Colonel-General 
Matvei Burlakov, commander of the Soviet Southern 
Army Group temporarily stationed in Hungary, and 
Army General Fedot Krivda, representative in Hungary 
of the commander-in-chief of the United Armed Forces 
of the Warsaw Treaty member states. 


In his press statement, Mr Burlakov said that following 
the current troop withdrawal, the staff of the Southern 
Army Group will be reduced by more than 10,000: Some 
2,400 officers and ensigns, and about 8,000 non-com- 
missioned officers and soldiers are to leave Hungary. 


The amount of artillery will also be considerably 
reduced: More than 450 tanks, more than 200 guns and 
trench mortars, and more than 3,000 cars and other 
means will be withdrawn. In the course of the troop 
withdrawal, to be carried out in several stages, the tank 
division and the tank-training regiment will be the first 
to leave the country in May-June. The fighter plane 
regimént and the battalion of assault landing troops will 
leave Hungary in the second half of the year. The other 
units will be withdrawn in 1990, and the partial troop 
withdrawal will be completed by the end of that year. 


Preparation of the smooth withdrawal of troops, the 
large numbers and the major military technology 
involved imply considerable tasks for the Soviet military 
leadership. They would like the procedure to cause 
minimum obstruction to traffic and disturbance of the 
population. The troops will mainly be transported by 
railway, for which, according to calculations, some 80 
railway carriages will be required. 


Colonel-General Burlakov also mentioned that following 
the withdrawal, 11 Soviet garrisons will be closed and 
facilities handed over to the Hungarian side. The facili- 
ties include numerous monuments, for instance, the 
Grassalkovich Castle in Godollos, and the building of 
historical value next to the Basilica in Esztergom. 


Among other things, the Soviet troops will hand over 
some 900 flats, 19 barracks, and 40 facilities will also be 
freed which were built by the Southern Army Group at a 
cost of some 36 million roubles. The order and means of 
handing over the facilities is shortly to be coordinated by 
the Soviet and Hungarian authorities in charge. 


The commander particularly stressed that, in accordance 
with the defence doctrine of the Warsaw Treaty, the 
Soviet troops will be drawn back from the Austrian 
border. He voiced his conviction that the withdrawal of 
troops from Szombathely, Mosonmagyarovar, Fertod 
and Gyor will provide a practical example for the cre- 
ation of a security zone. 
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After giving the time-table of the troops withdrawal, the 
Soviet leaders answered questions of journalists. 


The correspondent of “HETI VILAGGAZDASAG” 
(WEEKLY WORLD ECONOMY) asked whether the 
complete withdrawal of Soviet troops from Hungary is 
conceivable in the long term. In his answer, Ambassador 
Stukalin recalled that the Soviet Government has on 
several occasions called for the need to dismantle the two 
opposing military-political blocks, NATO and the War- 
saw Treaty. However, as long as the military blocks exist, 
it is unavoidable that the troops of the Warsaw Treaty, 
taking the requirements of strategy into consideration 
and on the basis of inter-governmental agreements with 
the concerned countries, be stationed in the various 
regions. The Soviet Union continues to uphold its pro- 
posal that the withdrawal of troops stationed abroad 
should be carried out simultaneously. The European 
conventional arms reduction forum to open in Vienna in 
spring will create the conditions to realize the proposal. 


The correspondent of Hungarian television asked Army 
General Krivda about the relation between the followers 
of perestroyka and the conservative forces in the leader- 
ship of the Soviet Army, and if there was opposition to 
the unilateral troop withdrawal. The Army general 
replied: “The entire people are united in that the troop 
reductions should be realized to the degree announced 
by Mikhail Gorbachev at the 43rd session of the U.N. 
General Assembly. We have declared to the whole worid, 
and this is the key element of the defence doctrine of the 
Warsaw Treaty, that we do not sirive to uphold larger 
armed forces than our NATO opponent. Our Armed 
Forces only serve the aim of guaranteeing our security 
and that of our friends.” 


News Briefing by Soviet Representatives on 
Partial Troop Pullout 

LD3101122589 Budapest Domestic Service 

in Hungarian 1100 GMT 31 Jan 89 


[Text] [Announcer] You now will hear a brief roundup of 
the news briefing now under way in the Soviet House of 
Culture, and at which the plan for a partial Soviet troop 
withdrawal is being outlined to journalists. Attila Balint 
reports. 


[Balint] Were there people within the Soviet Army who 
opposed the troop withdrawal announced by Gorbachev 
on 8 December? This question was put to Army General 
Fedor Krivda, Warsaw Treaty Supreme Command rep- 
resentative to Hungary. In reply to this question, he said 
that everyone had agreed with the decision on the troop 
— just the soldiers, but the Soviet people 
as . 


We learned at the news briefing that 22 units will be 
withdrawn from Hungary. Colonel General Matvey Bur- 
lakov, supreme commander of the Southern Army 
Group, announced this, and also said that the with- 
drawal of Soviet units would begin in May to June. At 
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this time, an armored division and an armored instruc- 
tor regiment will leave. During the 2d half of the year, an 
airborne assault battalion and a fighter aircraft regiment 
will be withdrawn. Next year, a chemical defense battai- 
ion and an officers’ training school will be withdrawn. 
The troop withdrawals will affect over 10,000 soldiers. 
Among these are 2,400 officers and ensigns, and over 
8,000 noncommissioned officers and soldiers. 


Eighteen hundred soldiers’ families will return home 
from Hungary. 


At the news briefing, it was also mentioned that the 
Soviet soldiers will leave 11 garrisons, and that the 
garrisons and barracks will revert to Hungary and 
become Hungarian property. You already know that the 
historic building belonging to the Esztergom Basilica and 
that the Grassalkovich Castle in Godollo can again be 
historical monuments as well as be used. 


We have now heard that the Soviet formations will leave 
their barracks in Szombathely, Baja, Mosonmagyarovar, 
and the Nyiregyhaza garrison entirely. The barracks in 
Fertod, Tolna, Kecskemet, Gyor, and Tamasi will par- 
tially become Hungarian property. Eight hundred and 
5,900 dwellings, respectively, will be freed in this man- 
ner. Units will be withdrawn from along the Austrian 
border, thus, from Szombathely, Fertod, Mosonmagya- 
rovar, and Gyor. Thus, the formation of a so-called 
security zone will become possible along the Austrian 
border. 


USSR Ambassador to Hungary Boris Stukalin spoke in a 
wider context, about the Soviet foreign policy initiatives, 
and within this, about the unilateral armed forces reduc- 
tion affecting a half a million soldiers. This announce- 
ment, as he said, is not connected with the mandate of 
the Vienna talks. However, ppm hg 
magnitude that it is equivalent to the FRG p~ 
withdrawal of the 10,000 tanks corresponds, “mT 
size, to 30 U.S. armored divisions. Alongside this, 8, 
artillery [word indistinct] and 800 aircraft will be 
removed from the affected territories. The news briefing 
is still under way as I give this report. 


POLAND 


3 Soviet Army Regiments To Leave ‘This Year’ 
LD3101184489 Warsaw Domestic Service 
in Polish 1800 GMT 31 Jan 89 


[Text] The POLISH PRESS AGENCY, PAP, has 
reported that three Soviet Army regiments will leave 
Poland this year. They will be a tank training regiment, 
an anti-aircraft missile regiment, and an independent 
helicopter regiment. 


Next year, a Soviet independent landing and assault 
brigade will be withdrawn from Polish territory. 
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YUGOSLAVIA 


ney Spokesman Welcomes USSR, GDR 
LD2601 174389 Belgrade TANJUG in English 
1616 GMT 26 Jan 89 


[Text] Belgrade, Jan 26 (TANJUG)—Yugeslavia posi- 
tively assesses the Soviet Union's intention to withdraw 
part of its Armed Forces from Czechoslovakia and 
Hungary and interprets the move as a concrete stimulus 
to negotiations on the reduction of conventional weap- 


Vajgl recalled that Yugoslavia has always faithfully 
urged the achievement of these aims and given support 
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to each initiative contributing to the resolving of inter- 
national problems, including disarmament as a particu- 
larly important one. 


Vajgl also positively assessed the G.D.R.’s intentions to 
reduce its regular army by 10,000 troops and its military 
spendings by 10 percent. Vajgi said that the German 
Democratic Republic’s decision was a concrete contri- 
bution to the strengthening of trust, security and coop- 
eration in Europe. 


Vajgl assessed that the G.D.R.’s move was in keeping 
with the proposal that all countries reduce their conven- 
tional arms and military effectives by 10 percent. (The 
proposal was forwarded by Yugoslavia at the third 
special United Nations General Assembly session on 
disarmament last year). Vajg] reminded that Yugoslavia 
has already done so. 
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FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


Inter-German Minister Welcomes GDR Arms 
Cuts Announcement 

AU2501 155289 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 25 Jan 89 p 2 


[“E.F.” report: “Mrs Wilms Welcomes Disarmament 
Steps”) 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 24 January—The minister for inner- 
German relations, Mrs Wilms (CDU), has welcomed 
theannouncement of unilateral disarmament steps by the 
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GDR. Honecker’s proposals follow “the correct line,” 
Mrs Wilms told the Sixth Germany Policy Meeting of 
the Friedrich-Ebert Foundation, which is close to the 
SPD, on Tuesday [24 January] in Bonn. However, the 
FRG wants to continue its practice of developing its 
disarmament efforts “within the Atlantic alliance.” The 
GDR is trying to involve the FRG in a discussion about 
disarmament and security policy in order to gain prestige 
in the foreign policy sphere. From the FRG Govern- 
ment’s point of view, human rights issues “are excel- 
lently suited as a topic for discussion in inner-German 
affairs.” [passage omitted] 
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